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DETAILED ACTION 



1. This application has been examined. The claims 2-4, 8-9, 11-13, 17-18, 20-22, 26-27, 29- 
31, and 35-37 are pending. The examination results are as following. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 2, 4, 8-9, 1 1, 13, 18, 20, 22, 26, 27, 29, 31 and 35-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Robertson et al. (US 6,160,553) in view of Lewis et al. (US 
5,987,469). 

Regarding claims 2, 4, 1 1, 13, 20, 22, 29 and 31, Robertson et al. disclose in figure 9, a 
display method comprising the steps of dividing specific display area of a display apparatus into 
a plurality of areas (see figures 9-10, see multiple thumbnails images and each one associated 
with own function, see thumbnail 902 associated with Internet Explorer, see column 13, lines 19- 
62) as function of a size of desired non-image (see figures 13-14A, because Roberrson et al. 
discloses non-image with text); generating image data (see thumbnails) that is related to the 
desired non-image and comprises the plurality of areas divided, by setting a pixel data for each 
of the plurality of areas based on the non-image data (see low or high resolution associated with 
pixels and bit color, see column 9, lines 20-43, column 12, lines 45-62 and column 13, lines 53- 
57), and displaying the image generated (display thumbnails, associated with object, see col. 9, 
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lines 20-43). However, Robertson et al. does not disclose that wherein a number of the plurality 
of areas within the generated image data are proportional to the size of said-non-image so as to 
increase the number of the plurality of areas the display area is divided when the size of the non- 
image data is larger and to decrease the number of the plurality of areas the display area is 
divided into when the size of the said non-image is smaller. Lewis et al. discloses a method and 
apparatus for graphically representing information comprising a number of the plurality of areas 
within the generated image data are proportional to the size of said-non-image (see col. 3, lines 
52-58) so as to increase the number of the plurality of areas the display area is divided when the 
size of the non-image data is larger and to decrease the number of the plurality of areas the 
display area is divided into when the size of the said non-image is smaller (because when 
increase the number of nested rectangles (areas) then the size of the files (non-image) is larger 
and when decrease the nested rectangles (areas) then the size of the files (non-image) is smaller). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to implement a number of the plurality of areas within the generated image 
data are proportional to the size of said-non-image so as to increase the number of the plurality 
of areas the display area is divided when the size of the non-image data is larger and to decrease 
the number of the plurality of areas the display area is divided into when the size of the said non- 
image is smaller as taught by Lewis et al. into the display method of Robertson et al. for 
producing the claimed invention because this would provide the dimensions of the rectangles, 
especially those capable of displaying the names of the directories and files (see abstract). 
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Regarding claims 8, 17, 26 and 35, Robertson et al. discloses further, wherein boundaries 
among said divided areas are blurred after saturation of one or plurality of pixels in each of said 
divided areas is changed (see figure 10, column 13, and lines 19-56). 

Regarding claims 9, 18, 27 and 36, are similar claim 2 and discussed above. Robertson et 
al. discloses further, wherein the non-image data is a text file (see descriptive, fig. 14 A), wherein 
at least part of the contents of said text file is displayed in the form of text in such a manner to be 
overlapped to said image in formation (see figure 9). 

Regarding claim 37, Robertson et al. discloses further, wherein a size of an area of the 
plurality of areas is smaller than an area corresponding to a thumbnail image because the first 
number of areas is inside of the thumbnail image. 

4. Claims 3, 12, 21 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Robertson et al. (US 6,160,553) and Lewis et al. (US 5,987,469) and in view of Hoffman (US 
5,761,655). 

Robertson et al. and Lewis et al. discloses every feature of the claimed invention, 
excluding the divided areas is modified by taking unit data quantities of said data file as data 
values of red, green, and blue dots of one or a plurality of pixels in each of said divided areas. 

Hoffman disclose in figure 5, the divided areas is modified by taking unit data quantities 
of said data file as data values of red, green, and blue dots of one or a plurality of pixels in each 
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of said divided areas (see pixel process routine and RGB values, column 6, lines 63-67 and 
column 7, lines 1-13). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to implement the data values of red, green, and blue of one or a plurality of pixels in 
each of said divided areas as taught by Hoffman into the system of Robertson et al. and Lewis et 
al. because this would provide to the user the scan increment the original image is changed, and 
perform the operation of the routine of Red, Blue and Green color values (see col. 7, lines 1-13), 
which appropriate indices for file ID and dominant color for each of the thumbnails produced. 

Response to arguments 
5. Applicant's arguments filed on 12/10/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues that "Robertson fails to teach or suggest a display method wherein a 
number of a plurality of areas are proportional to the size of non-image data so as to increase the 
number of the plurality of areas the display area is divided into when the size of the said non- 
image data is larger and to decrease the number of the plurality of areas the display area is 
divided into when the size of the said non-image data is smaller". 

Examiner respectively disagrees because Lewis et al. discloses a method and apparatus for 
graphically representing information comprising a number of the plurality of areas within the 
generated image data are proportional to the size of said-non-image (see col. 3, lines 52-58) so as 
to increase the number of the plurality of areas the display area is divided when the size of the 
non-image data is larger and to decrease the number of the plurality of areas the display area is 
divided into when the size of the said non-image is smaller (because when increase the number 
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of nested rectangles (areas) then the size of the files (non-image) is larger and when decrease the 
nested rectangles (areas) then the size of the files (non-image) is smaller). Therefore, the 
combination of Robertson and Lewis et al. are satisfied for their purpose intended. For these 
reasons, the rejections are maintained. 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL, Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action, In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Correspondence 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kimnhung Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272-7698. 
The examiner can normally be reached on MON-FRI, FROM 8:30 AM-5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Hjerpe can be reached on 571-272-7691. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Kimnhung Nguyen 
February 18, 2008 
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